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I Sr. 3eu Dradlee, Mxec. M* 

Xiao .iusiiingtan Post 
1150 15 St., 

V/asshii^jtou, D.C. 20C05 
Dear Mr. Bradlce, 

'&*> le tter requires no answer. Xou arc too buoy and ny purt»so, again, in taoroly to 
iaforn you because tiioso lagitlmte editorial j>udgeraents to which X tmn already referred 
never end. 

I'll bo leaving the letter for you because I’m going to Washington tomorrow and wiien 
I an there will ba giving a reporter a number of pogos of l'UI reports relevant to one of 
the stories on wlduh ho in working. 

Sons time ago, after one of tlie endless nnd unfortunately detached stories that 
to m are pseudo-science, not nows and a public disservice, I wrote to suggest that 
tJie repetition of oucJi things, I think uncritically, in the papers, amounts to advertising 
for authentic loan nato to conceive themselves as assassins ana to try it. 

I tlien enclosexl a oarbon of an inadequate story I had outvoted to a popular’ but not 
higlily regarded publication Uhe one-sided record of the responsible press being something 
X have lived with for y earn). In it X raised tha question, what happens when a bright nut 
heeds what amounts to supplioationa. 

If Brtaaor is not all that bright, not comparable to the author or authors of tho 
challenge addressed to no via Senator travel's odfiiuir.tratiVG caiotant that was attached 
to the draft, ho is not certified bright, and your today's story, ©specially in the jump, 

I think amounts to confirmation of the fear I expressed to you. 

'Xo illustrate wliat X think is not responsible journalism, there was never any 
psychiatric cumulation of Oswald. So this I add that none of the shrinks who have h e ld 
forth at great length laoraly assiete he was the assassin, never niado any decent study of 
any of tho evidence. let because,- they know they will got ai-ention and perhaps for othor 
reasons, including the benefits of sycophancy, tliey ooupoae these fictions they call 
science, they are duly accredited by the proas, and all the Bremers have a fresh apoeal 
if not, indeed, wlust for the aick way be suggestions. 1 have a fairly extensive file ox 
3ueh junk anu trow time to time it is increased by what is sent me from other papoxs. 

Tlio pros;;, of course, can't cot itaolf up a© censor. I an not ouggastinc that. Whether 
wliat comes in on the wire ±3 orodiblo and is founded ns alleged in «a editorial decision, 
of the kind oxereiaod throughout each workday editorial day. 

iiay I also suggest that there is further disservice, that when an intelligent person 
needs such nodical attention end sees what can't reasonably be accepted, h& is discouraged 
froa ooeldji;;. it aid the science and the concerned practitioners as well as the sick suffer? 

Sincerely, 


Harold weisberg 



